158
The main goal of the present study was to examine the effects of 
this flickering face stimulus, a visual scene picture was presented,
202
flickering at either 12 Hz or 15 Hz, respectively (see Fig. 1 
260
The maximum number of approximated channels in a given trial was to obtain ssVEPs containing both driving frequencies.
270
To ensure that the ssVEP signal in this study represented robust tests the stability of the evoked signal at a given driving frequency.
279
The raw ssVEP for a representative electrode (Oz), the Fast Fourier picture onset in addition to the mean interval over the whole time were also averaged across conditions and examined using the same 329 repeated-measure ANOVA design.
330
A significance level of .05 (two-tailed) was used for all analyses.
331
Throughout this manuscript, the uncorrected degrees of freedom, the 
corrected p values, the Greenhouse-Geisser (GG) ε, and the partial η 2
333
(η p 2 ) are reported (Picton et al., 2000) .
334
Results
335
Steady-state visually evoked potentials (ssVEPs)
336
The analysis over the whole time period (200-3000 ms) revealed up by ANOVAs performed for faces and visual scenes, separately.
340
For faces, no significant effects of facial expressions were observed,
341
except of a tendency of higher activity for happy facial expressions,
342
F(2,38) = 2.96, p = .064, η p 2 = .14 ( Fig. 4) 
355
The analysis of the two time intervals revealed a significant three- respectively. In contrast, for pleasant visual scenes, the overall signal 2 In order to exclude the possibility that the different tagging frequencies (12 and 15 Hz) affected the modulation of the ssVEPs, we also conducted an omnibus ANOVA containing the additional within-subject factor carrier frequency (12 vs. 15 Hz). No associated effects involving a frequency × tagged stimulus interaction were revealed. However, the frequency × facial expression × visual context interaction was significant, F(4,76) = 3.46, p = .012, η p 2 = .15. For the 12 Hz condition, a significant main effect context was observed, F(2,38) = 3.29, p = .048, η p 2 = .15, whereas in the 15 Hz condition the interaction of facial expression and visual context is highly significant, F(4,76) = 3.62, p = .009, η p 2 = .16, which points at the notion that at 15 Hz, the signal is more sensitive to the experimental conditions, regardless of which stimulus is tagged. Most likely, this is due to better signal to noise ratio of 15 Hz ssVEPs and the closer vicinity of the 12 Hz ssVEP to the alpha band. 
For arousal ratings, also two significant main effects of facial Table 2 .
407

Discussion
408
The present study investigated the interaction between facial t1:10 Note. Valence: 1 = very threat, 9 = very pleasant; arousal: 1 = not arousing, 9 = very t1:11 arousing. face and the context (see Fig. 1 
528
As an alternative to this classic two-route model for emotion 529 processing, it has also been proposed (Vuilleumier, 2005) , that the visual search efficiency: specificity and effects of anxiety symptoms. Emotion 11,
